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AQUINAS'’S FIRST WAY: 
UNMOVED MOVER 


1) Some things are moved. 

2) Whatever is moved is moved by another. 

3) There cannot be an infinite series of movers. 
4) So, there must be an unmoved mover (God). 
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AQUINAS’S SECOND WAY: 
To NU okey VOL = 


1) Some things are caused. 

2) Whatever is caused is caused by another. 

3) There cannot be an infinite series of causes. 
4) So, there must be an uncaused cause (God). 
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AQUINAS’S THIRD WAY: NECESSARY BEING 


1) 
2) 
3) 
4) 
3) 
6) 
7) 


8) 


9) 


Whatever is contingent at one time did not exist. 

lf everything is contingent, then at one time nothing existed. 

lf at one time nothing existed, then nothing would exist now. 
Something does exist now. 

So, not every being is contingent. 

So, there is a necessary being. 

Either the necessary being gets its necessity from another, or exists 
necessarily of itself. 

There cannot be an infinite regress of necessary beings that get their 
necessity from another. 

So, there is a necessary being that exists necessarily of itself. 
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2) 


3) 
4) 
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7) 


SAMUEL CLARKE-ISH CA 


There are dependent beings. 

For any dependent being, it either depends on itself, or it depends on 
another. 

Nothing can depend on itself. 

So, all dependent beings depend on another. (1, 2) 

The series of beings which depend on another can't be infinite. 

If the series of beings which depend on another can't be infinite, then the 
series of beings which depend on another must ultimately depend on an 
independent being. 

The series of beings which depend on another must ultimately depend 
on an independent being. (5, 6) 
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1) 


2) 
3) 


4) 


3) 
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LEIBNIZ’S CA 


Anything that exists has a sufficient reason for why it exists, either in 
another contingent being or in a necessary being. 

The world exists. 

Therefore, the world has a sufficient reason for why it exists, either in 
another contingent being or in a necessary being. 

But the sufficient reason for why the world exists cannot be in 
another contingent being, since (a) the world just is the collection of 
all contingent beings, and (b) the sufficient reason for the collection 
or-lalelel ae] -Mlsmie-wel-lee-melaleiMleler-limelmaelieal ike 

So, a sufficient reason for the world must be in a necessary being 
outside the world. 

Therefore, there is a necessary being outside the world 
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LEIBNIZIAN CA: DAVIS-CRAIG 


1) Everything that exists has an explanation. 

2) The universe exists. 

3) So, the universe has an explanation. 

4) If the universe has an explanation its 
explanation is God. 

o) oe Clele m=) 4i- ae 
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1) 
2) 


ce) 
4) 
>) 


LEIBNIZIAN CA: PRUSS 


Every contingent fact has an explanation. 

There is a contingent fact that includes all other 
contingent facts. 

Therefore, there is an explanation of this fact. 

This explanation cannot itself be a contingent fact. 

So, the explanation of all contingent facts is necessary. 
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1) 
2) 
3) 
4) 
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6) 
7) 


GALE-PRUSS CA 


For any proposition p, if p is true, then possibly, there is a proposition g 
that explains p. 

All the contingently true propositions in the actual world form a big 
conjunctive proposition, BCCP. 

Possibly, there is a proposition g that explains BCCP. (1, 2) 

g explains BCCP only if g involves a necessary being. 

There is a proposition g that explains BCCP that involves a necessary 
being. (3, 4, + S5) 

g explains BCCP only if g reports a personal explanation. 

So, there is a proposition g that explains BCCP that involves a 
necessary being and reports a personal explanation. (5, 6) 
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CA WITHOUT THE PSR 


PPE: Given that (i) there is a possible explanation of the fact that F and (ii) any 


1) 


2) 
3) 


ry 


>) 


possible explanation of the fact that F entails P, it is reasonable to believe P. 


The proposition that there is a unique necessary being who brought about 
the existence of everything other than itself by willing that the other beings 
should exist, would, if true, explain why there are contingent beings. 

There is a possible explanation of the fact that there are contingent beings. 
There is no proposition consistent with the claim that there are only 
contingent being which, if true, would explain why there are contingent 
beings. 

Any possible explanation of the fact that there are contingent beings entails 
that there is a necessary being. 

So, it is reasonable to believe that there is a necessary being. 
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KOON’S CA 


Mereological Axioms 


A1. x is a part of y IFF anything that overlaps x overlaps y. 

A2. if there is a thing of type C, then there is an aggregate or sum or all 
such types. 

A3.x=y IFF xis a part of y and yis a part of x. 

A4. if a whole exists, so do all of its parts. 

AS. If all of the parts of a whole exist, so does the whole. 


Definition 


D. A wholly contingent thing is something that has no necessary parts. 
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(ole) | eg og. \ 
Principles of Causation 
C1. Only actual existent things can be causes or effects. 
C2. Acause and its effect must be distinct (i.e., a cause can’t overlap 


its effect). 
C3. Every wholly contingent thing has a cause. 
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KOON’S CA 


L1. All parts of a necessary thing are necessary. (A4, K) 

L2. Every contingent thing has a wholly contingent part. (A1, A2) 

C.., Let C be the aggregate of all wholly contingent things. 

L3. If there are any contingent things, C is a wholly contingent thing. 
(A1, A3, D, L1) 

L4. If there are any contingent things, C has a cause. [L3, C3] 

LS. Every contingent thing overlaps C. (L2, A2,C.) 

T. If there are any contingent things, then the cosmos (the sum of all 
wholly contingent things) has a cause that is a necessary thing. (L4, 
C2, L5, A1) 
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2) 
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>) 
6) 


KOON’S CA SIMPLIFIED 


There are contingent things. (P) 

The cosmos is the sum of all wholly contingent things. (D) 

The sum of all wholly contingent things is a wholly contingent 
thing. (Derived) 

So, the cosmos is a wholly contingent thing. (2, 3) 

Each wholly contingent thing has a cause. (P) 

So, the cosmos has a cause that is not a contingent thing. (5, 4) 
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PRUSS AND RASMUSSEN’S 
CONTINGENCY CA 


1) For any particular contingent concrete (something that 
possibly causes something) things, there is an explanation of 
the fact that those things exist. 

2) Considering all the contingent concrete things that exist, if 
there is an explanation of the fact that those things exist, 
then there is a necessary concrete thing. 

3) So, there is a necessary concrete thing. 
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EMANUEL RUTTEN’S ATOMISTIC CA 


i) 
2) 
3) 
4) 
5) 
6) 
7) 


There are objects. 

Every composite object is ultimately composed of simple objects. 
Every object is caused or is the cause of another objects. 

The sum of all caused simple objects is an object. 

The cause of an object is disjoint with that object. 

Every caused composite object contains a caused proper part. 
There is a first cause. 
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1) Whatever begins to exist has a cause. 
2) The universe began to exist. 
3) So, the universe has a cause. 
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1) 
2) 
3) 
4) 
5) 
6) 


PRUSS’ KCA 


Something has a cause. 

There are no causal loops. 

Nothing has an infinite causal history. 
So, there is an uncaused cause. (1-3) 

if there is an uncaused cause, God exists. 
wYemaClele m=) 4,3 a9 
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SWINBURNE’S INDUCTIVE CA 


1) The universe exists and is a certain way: 

a) Itis complex, yet everything behaves in an orderly, lawlike way. 

b) itis such as to be a suitable theater for humans and animals to 
evolve. 

c) Humans evolved so as to be able to have true beliefs about the 
world, and meaningfully act in it. 

2) If theism can explain why the universe exists and is this way better than 
naturalism, that the universe exists and is the way it is makes theism 
more likely than naturalism. 

3) Theism can explain why the universe exists and is this way better than 
naturalism. 

4) So, that the universe exists and is the way it is makes theism more likely 
irclamarid'ie-litiue 

COSMOLOGICAL | #15 


1) 


a) 
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SCOTUS’ MODAL CA 


Whatever cannot possibly exist from something else possibly exists 
from itself. 

It’s possible that a first causal potency exist. 

The first causal potency cannot possibly exist from something else. 
So, it’s possible that a first causal potency exists from itself. (1-3) 
What is nonexistent cannot bring anything into existence. 

Even if [per impossible] what is nonexistent could bring itself into 
existence, it would not be altogether uncausable. 

So, it is not possible for something to exist from itself which does 
not actually exist from itself. 

So, a first causal potency does exist from itself. (4, 7) 
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1) 
2) 


3) 


4) 


5) 


6) 


7) 
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It is impossible that anything prevent the existence of God. 

For every individual x, if it is a fact that x exists or a fact that x does not 
exist, it is possible that there is an explanation for the fact that x exists 
of the fact that x does not exist. (PSR) 

[Suppose] God does not exist. 

it is possible that there is an explanation for the fact that God does not 
exist. (1, 2) 

It is not possible that there is an explanation for the fact that God does 
not exist. (From 1) 

it is and is not possible that there is an explanation for the fact that 
CTeleMelel-.-Malela-> dh iam MMe aslilag-leliaaleled) 

it is false that God does not exist. (3-6) 


eve} le] ele] le \ ME 3b) 


CHRISTOPHER WEAVER’S MODAL CA 


1) 
2) 
3) 
4) 


5) 
6) 


7) 


if there is a sum of purely contingent facts, it possibly has a cause. 
There is a sum of purely contingent facts. 

So, the sum of purely contingent facts possibly has a cause. (1, 2 MP) 
if the sum of purely contingent facts possibly has a cause, then it has 
a cause. (from (1)) 

So, the sum of purely contingent facts has a cause. (3, 4 MP) 

if the sum of purely contingent facts has a cause, then there isa 
necessary, concrete cause. 

So, there is a necessary concrete cause. (5, 6 MP) 
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RASMUSSEN AND WEAVER 


1) 
2) 
=) 


4) 
3) 


It is possible that there is a purely contingent totality event 
that has a cause. 

It is impossible that a cause of a purely contingent totality 
event is purely contingent. 

If (1) and (2), then it is possible that there is a cause that isn’t 
purely contingent. 

If (3), then there is a necessary thing that can be a cause. 

So, there is a necessary thing that can be a cause. 
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PRUSS AND RASMUSSEN’S MODAL CA 


1) 
2) 
3) 


4) 
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6) 


For any positive state of affairs that can begin to obtain, it is possible 
for there to be something external to it that causes it to obtain. 

It is possible for there to be a beginning of the positive state of affairs 
of its being the case that there exist contingent concrete things. 

if (1) and (2) are true, then it is possible that there is a necessary 
concrete thing. 

So, it is possible that there is a necessary concrete thing. 

If it is possible that there is a necessary concrete thing, then there is 
a necessary concrete thing. 

So, there is a necessary concrete thing. 
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2) 
3) 
4) 
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There must be in the cause of an idea at least as much formal reality 
as the idea contains objective reality. 

| have the idea of God. 

My idea of God is the effect of some cause. 

The idea of God has infinite objective reality. 

So, the idea of God has a cause with infinite formal reality. 

No finite substance (e.g., myself) can be the cause of my idea of God. 
Only an infinite substance can be the cause of my idea of God. 

Tow Clele > 4h a 
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1) 
2) 


3) 


4) 


DESCARTE’S CA SIMPLIFIED 


| have the idea of a perfect being—i.e., God. 

Ideas, like other things, have causes—some by other ideas, some by 
extra-mental realities the ideas are of. 

But my idea of God cannot have been caused by other ideas of my 
own. 

So, my idea of God is caused by the extra-mental reality it is an idea 
of: that which actually possesses those perfections; i.e., God. 
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1) 
2) 
3) 


4) 
=) 
6) 
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8) 


ANSELM, PROSLOGION Ii 


[Suppose] God exists in the understanding but not in reality. 
Existence in reality is greater than existence in the understanding alone. 
A being having all of God’s properties plus existence in reality can be 
conceived. 
A being having all of God's properties plus existence in reality is greater 
than God. (1, 2) 
A being greater than God can be conceived. (3, 4) 
It is false that a being greater than God can be conceived. (def. of “God”) 
So, it is false that God exists in the understanding but not in reality. (1, 5, 
) 
So, God exists in reality. 
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Alternative: 


1) A being than which no greater can be conceived exists at 
least in the mind. 

2) Itis greater to exist in reality than to exist only in the 
mind. 

3) So, a being than which no greater can be conceived exists 
not only in the mid but also in reality. 

4) So, God exists. 
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If | cannot conceive of x without y, then y belongs to the 
nature of x. 

| cannot conceive of a supremely perfect being without 
existence. 

Therefore, existence belongs to the nature of a supremely 
perfect being. (1, 2) 

If existence belongs to the nature of a supremely perfect 
being, then a supremely perfect being exists. 

A supremely perfect being exists. (3, 4) 
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1) 
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6) 


7) 


8) 


MALCOLM ON ANSELM’S PROSLOGION lil 


It is possible that the greatest conceivable being exists. 

The greatest conceivable being is unlimited. 

Everything that is unlimited is so IFF it does not depend on anything else for its 
existence or nonexistence and it neither just happens to exist nor just happens 
not to exist. 

Everything that does not depend on anything else for its existence or 
nonexistence is such IFF no other being causes it to begin to exist and no other 
being causes it to cease to exist. 

Anything that begins to exist is caused to begin to exist by some other being, 
or it just happens to begin to exist. 

Anything that ceases to exist is caused to cease to exist by some other being, 
or it just happens to cease to exist. 

Anything that neither begins nor ceases to exist exists necessarily if it exists at 
all, and fails to exist necessarily if it exists at all. 


So, The greatest conceivable being exists. ONTOLOGICAL | #23 


1) 
2) 


3) 
4) 


PN 8 ey) fe) Moles fe}, ai) 


Either God's existence is logically impossible or it is 
logically necessary. 

If God’s existence is logically impossible, the concept of 
CTeleMMaelilag-lellanel als 

bisl-Meelila-je) mem CleleM i Malel)m@aclilag-lelladael a's 

So, God’s existence is logically necessary. 
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HARTSHORNE ON ANSELM’S PROSLOGION Ill 


1) 
2) 
3) 
4) 
3) 
6) 
7) 


8) 


If a perfect being exists, it exists necessarily. 

Either a perfect being exists necessarily or not. (EM) 

If not, then necessarily, a perfect being does not exist necessarily. 
So, either a perfect being exists necessarily or necessarily, a perfect 
being does not exist necessarily. 

If, necessarily, a perfect being does not exist necessarily, then 
necessarily, a perfect being does not exist. 

Either a perfect being exists necessarily or necessarily, a perfect 
being does not exist. 

it’s not the case that necessarily, a perfect being does not exist (it’s 
possible that a perfect being exists.) 

A perfect being exists necessarily. ONTOLOGICAL | #23 


1) 


3) 


MAY DOLE’S RECONSTRUCTION 





It is possible that a perfect being exists. 

Necessarily, if a perfect being exists, then a perfect being 
necessarily exists. 

So, a perfect being exists. 
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ANSELM’S OTHER OTHER ARGUMENT 


1) If anything that cannot be conceived to be caused can be 
conceived to exist, it actually exists. 

yA ten CleleMer-leMel-Maelala-iii-leMaem-> dijmieliimer-lalsle)mel-Maelsla-iii-le mae, 
be caused. 

3) Therefore, God actually exists. 
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ANSELM’S OTHER OTHER ARGUMENT 


1) 


2) 
3) 
4) 


For any kind of thing, if there is not, but possibly could be, 
something of that kind, then it is possible for something of 
that kind to be caused. 

There could possibly be something divine. 

It is not possible for anything divine to be caused. 
Therefore, something divine exists. 
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1) 


2) 


3) 


PLANTINGA 


There is a possible world in which a maximally great being 
exists. 

lf there is a possible world in which a maximally great 
being exists, a maximally great being exists in all possible 
fol aterm @larelelelist-magl-e-leaatr-lmuvelalepp 

So, a maximally great being exists in all possible worlds 
(including the actual world). 
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THE MODAL OA SIMPLIFIED 


1) Possibly, God exists. 
yA ten Clete => 4h ae 
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THE PHENOMENAL DEFENSE 


lam prima facie justified in believing p is possible based on its 
appearing possible to me IFF if it's reasonable to believe that if p 
were impossible, it would probably appear impossible upon further 
reflection. 


1) It appears to me that God possibly exists. 
2) Itis reasonable for me to believe that if it is impossible that God 
exists, it would probably appear to me that it is impossible that 
CToleM > dita mrlelelamiliadil-iaie-il-ealelee 
3) So, !am prima facie justified in believing God possibly exists. 
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ete} } 35 
Def.1. Something is God-like IFF it has every positive property. 
Def.2. A property is an essence of IFF it entails all the other properties it has. 


Def.3. Something necessarily exists IFF its essence is necessarily 
Takie-lalat-la-ep 


A1. Aproperty is positive IFF its negation is not. 

A2. Positive properties entail only positive properties. 
A3. The property of being God-like is positive. 

A4. Positive properties are necessarily positive. 

AS. Necessary existence is positive. 


T1. Itis possible that something is God-like. 
T2. God-likeness is the essence of whatever is God-like. 
T3. There is something God-like. 
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A1. 
. If Pis positive and P entails Q, then Q is positive. 
A3. 


T1. 


PRUSS’ IMPROVEMENT 





If Pis positive, then ~P is not positive. 
Necessary existence is positive. 


Given A1-A3, then there is a necessarily existent being 
that essentially has P. 
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MAY DOLE’S MODAL PERFECTION ARGUMENT 


Def. 1. A property is a perfection only if it is necessarily better to have than not. 

Def. 2. Something has the property of being supreme IFF it is impossible for 
something to be greater and impossible for there to be something else 
than which is not greater. 


(1) Aproperty is a perfection only if its negation is not. 
(2) Perfections entail only perfections. 
(3) The property of being supreme is a perfection. 
(4) So, it is possible that a supreme being exists. 
(5) If itis possible that a supreme being exists, a supreme being exists. 
(6) So, a supreme being exists. 
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BERNSTEIN 
[Suppose] It is impossible that something has all perfections. 
If it is impossible that something has all perfections, then there is a 
perfection that is sufficient for not having some other perfection 
(namely, the one with which it is inconsistent). 
If a property is sufficient for not having some perfection, then that 
property is sufficient for being imperfect. 
lf a property is sufficient for being imperfect, then itis nota 
perfection. 
There is some perfection that is sufficient for not having some 
perfection. (1, 2) 
There is some perfection that is sufficient for being imperfect. (3, 5) 
There is some perfection that is not a perfection. (1 4, 6) 
Possibly, something has all perfections. ONTOLOGICAL | #30 


NAGASAWA’S MAXIMAL GOD APPROACH 


1) There is a possible world in which a real maximally great 
being exists. (now true by definition) 

2) If there is a possible world in which a real maximally great 
being exists, a real maximally great being exists in all 
eles St ie) (-Muela leh melarealelelist-Magl-e-leaer-l mu lelg (ep p 

3) So, areal maximally great being exists in all possible 
Tela lehMelaleieelist-Magl-e-laatl-l mela le) p 
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1) 


2) 


3) 
4) 


AQUINAS’ FIFTH WAY 


Whatever has ends or goals is either intelligent or is 
directed by intelligence. 

Efficient causes in nature have ends or goals, and work 
together towards the goal of harmony and order. 
Efficient causes in nature are not intelligent. 

So, efficient causes in nature are directed by intelligence. 
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AQUINAS’ FIFTH WAY: SIMPLIFIED 


1) Intelligence underlies teleology. 
2) There is irreducible teleology immanent to the natural order. 
3) So, intelligence underlies the natural order. 
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1) 


2) 


3) 


DESIGN IN BIOLOGY: 
eo) teil, Be] eo) le7.\, | og BIS = 


Given what we know, complex organic life in the universe 
el eileMalelmal-\U-melar-diat-ie-leMal-latle-littale-lihe 

If, given what we know complex organic life in the universe 
rol ei fe Male) match U-Melat-4lar-ie-eMal-latie-l ibaa] ih ae eth ielar-] +) (mae 
believe it originated supernaturalistically. 

So, it’s reasonable to believe that complex organic life 

ela tdlara-leBJelel-igal-labie-libiale- ihe 


DESIGN | #33 


CHANDLER’S DIVINE INTERVENTION ARGUMENT 


1) 


2) 


3) 


4) 
>) 


Given that God intervenes to produce life of Earth, there is no chance 
at all that there will be no life on earth (the probability of the conjunct 
ma CleleMlale-la'(-1il-)-maemelacleltia-Miii-melsm t-] ade We- lols i Mii -Melel- Male) melaeti mel 
Earth” is zero). 

Cole Melel-\-Malel)misic-la-al-mcem eiaeleltia-Miii-Melim t-l adem aal-Mlaelel-leliiia marie 
life will occur here is very low. 

It is just as reasonable to bet that God will intervene to produce life on 
Earth as that he won't (the subjective probability is around 50/50). 

But there will be life on Earth. 

So, it is very likely that God will intervene to produce life on Earth. 
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DESIGN IN BIOLOGY: ORGANIC STRUCTURES 


Vulgar version of Paley: 


1) Some things in nature resemble human artifacts. 

2) Human artifacts are the product of intentional design. 

3) So, we should infer that things in nature that resemble 
lelist-lam-|aait-(4ee-le-e-l hem elaeleltlaame)mlale-lalalelat-l mel it-408 

4) If there are things in nature that are products of 
Tale-telaielar-]me(-)yt-40 me Clelem > dh) ae 

5) So, God exists. 
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DESIGN IN BIOLOGY: ORGANIC STRUCTURES 


More faithful version of Paley: 


1) Ifx is design-like, then x can only be the product of 
intentional design. 

2) Some things in nature are design-like. 

3) So, some things in nature are products of intentional 
design. 
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1) 


3) 


4) 


PRUSS’ ANALOGICAL DA 


DNA is like an intentionally designed computer program. 
Tale-telalelar-lih\mel-ii-4al-lemeelileleis-laeelaes-4e-le mar h-Male-iiit-a-ale 
designers. 

If DNA is like an intentionally designed computer program, it, too 
probably has an intelligent designer. 

So DNA probably has an intelligent designer. 
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1) 
2) 
3) 


4) 


DESIGN IN BIOLOGY: INFORMATION 


Information is inherent to the building blocks of life. 
Information is the product of intelligence. 

If information is inherent to the building blocks of life, then the 
building blocks of life themselves are the byproduct of 
intelligence. 

So, the building blocks of life are the byproduct of intelligence. 
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TENNANT’S ARGUMENT FROM 
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1) The universe is conspicuously suitable for intelligent, moral beings in many ways. 


a) 
)) 


There is just one universe with the necessary ingredients for life. 

Those ingredients have come together (at least in one place) to make an 
environment not just habitable, but conducive to the flourishing of organic life. 
Some of those world’s flourishing inhabitants find the world intelligible (namely, us). 
Being intelligible, they also find it beautiful. 

All of these facts together suggest the unfolding of a plan, behind which is 
“purposive intelligence.” 


2) If the universe is conspicuously suitable for intelligent, moral in many ways, then it 
should be regarded as a theater for the lives of intelligent, moral agents designed by God. 
3) So, the universe should be regarded as a theater for the lives of intelligent, moral beings 


designed by God. 
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FINE-TUNING ARGUMENTS 


Fundamental constants and laws of the universe: 


Fine structure constant 

[Toit gelait-}-4al-.4 (om lale-ie-led lesen 

CTE ihe: lalelamelc 

Weak nuclear force aW 

Proton-to-electron mass ratio mp/me 

Density 20 and speed HO of expansion of the universe 


FINE-TUNING ARGUMENTS 


Examples of fine-tuning: 


e Changes in either aG or electromagnetism by one part in 10440 would have precluded 
the existence of stars like the sun, and, as a consequence, planets, and ultimately 
embodied conscious agents (ECAs). 

e Changes in either aG or aW by only one part in 104100 would have prevented our 
existence. 
if mp increased by just 0.2%, hydrogen would be unstable, preventing our existence. 
If mp were slightly weaker, nothing but helium would have been synthesized in the 
universe, preventing our existence. 

e 104-43 seconds after the Big Bang (Plank Time), 20 had to be within about 10“60 of 
critical density to “flatten” space (known as the “flatness problem”), a prerequisite for 
our existence. 

e Roger Penrose famously calculated that the exact entropy condition suitable for the 
formation of life (including us) by chance alone, to be 10104123 


1) 
2) 


3) 


FTA BY ELIMINATION 


The fine-tuning of the universe is due either to chance, 
physical necessity, or design. 

Fine-tuning is not due to either chance or physical 
necessity. 

So, the fine-tuning is due to design. 
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1) 
2) 
3) 
4) 


FTA BY BAYES 


E = Evidence of fine-tuning 
K = The universe permits the existence of ECAs 
T = Theism 


Pr(E| K&~T) is very low. 
Pr(E| K&T) is very high. 
Pr(T| K) >> Pr(E| K&~T). 
So, Pr(T| E&K) is very high 
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1) 
2) 
=) 


COLLINS ON THE FTA 


NSU = Naturalistic Single Universe 


P(K| NSU) << 1 
~P(K|T) << 1 
P(T|K) >> P(NSU|K) 
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1) 


2) 


3) 


4) 


FINE-TUNING FOR DISCOVERASBILITY 


The values of certain physical constants fall within the 
discoverability-optimality range within the anthropic range. 

If naturalism is true, it is enormously improbable that the values of 
certain physical constants would fall within the 
discoverability-optimality range within the anthropic range. 

If theism is true, it is not improbable that the values of certain 
physical constants would fall within the discoverability-optimality 
range within the anthropic range. 

So, that the values of certain physical constants would fall within 
the discoverability-optimality range within the anthropic range 
strongly confirms theism over naturalism. 
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1) 


a) 
3) 


PERCEIVING DESIGN 


lf x appears design-like, then x is justifiably taken to be the 
elgelel tle me) Mlaie-talacelar-l mel ii-40 8 

Some things in nature appear design-like. 

So, some things in nature are justifiably taken to be products of 
intentional design. 
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OBJECTIVITY OF MORALITY 


1) Morality is Objective only if God exists. 
2) Morality is objective. 
3) So, God exists. 
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1) 


3) 


4) 


ABDUCTIVE VERSION 


Morality is objective. 

If morality is objective, God is the best explanation for 
its being objective. 

Tome Cole Mt Mael-M elim) del t-let-lacelemielmalele-liia a eel ial 4 
objective. 

So, probably, God exists. 
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THE NORMATIVE IMPLICATIONS OF EVIL 


1) 
2) 
3) 
4) 


>) 


Evil contrastively implies that there is a way the world 
ought to be. 

There is a way the world ought to be only if there is an 
intention or goal or design or purpose behind it. 

So, there is an intention or goal design or purpose 
behind the world. 

There is an intention or goal or design or purpose 
behind the world only if God exists. 

Tow Clele > 41 a 
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1) 
2) 


3) 


4) 


>) 


EVIL AS PRIVATION OF THE GOOD 


Evil is a privation of goodness. 

If evil is a privation of goodness, goodness is 
elaleelces-die-liha-lalem—>de)t-lar-leelai mela le) meen U1 

If goodness is ontologically and explanatorily prior to 
evil, there is more goodness in the world than evil. 

lf there is more goodness in the world than evil, 
probably, God exists. 

So, probably, God exists. 
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1) 


2) 


3) 


4) 


>) 


6) 


HORRENDOUS EVILS 


Some evils are so horrendous that they seem to have a 
aleemariatie-litiacemeliil-abtieimeemaal-ue 

if (1), we are justified in thinking they do have a non-naturalistic 
dimension to them. 

The best explanation of there being evils so horrendous that they 
have a non-naturalistic dimension is that good and evil have deep 
spiritual significance. 

Tomes] celer-lelhmm-delelem-lalem-\ Ui Mar h-mel-l-emyeligiall-l mt i-dallile-lele—e 

If good and evil have deep spiritual significance, then something like 
theism is probably true. 

So, something like theism is probably true. 
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1) 
2) 


3) 


4) 


UNIVERSAL MORAL BELIEFS 


Certain moral beliefs are shared by all of humanity. 

If certain moral beliefs are shared by all of humanity, God is the 
best explanation of that. 

So, God is the best explanation of there being certain moral beliefs 
shared by all of humanity. 

So, probably, God exists. 
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1) 
2) 
3) 


4) 
>) 


SIDGWICK AND KANT 





Acting morally is always rational only if it’s always what's 
ultimately best for me. 

Acting morally is always what's ultimately best for me only if God 
exists. 

So, acting morally is always rational only if God exists. (1, 2) 
Acting morally is always rational. 

So, God exists. (3, 4) 
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1) 
2) 


3) 
4) 


=) 


A KANTIAN ARGUMENT FROM ADAMS 


lf a belief is demoralizing, it is morally undesirable. 

If a belief is morally undesirable, there is moral advantage in 
believing the opposite. 

It is demoralizing to believe that there is no moral order in the 
universe. 

So, it is morally undesirable to believe that there is no moral 
order in the universe. 

So, there is moral advantage in believing there is moral order in 
the universe. 
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6) 
7) 
8) 


9) 


A KANTIAN ARGUMENT FROM ADAMS 


Theism is the best explanation of their being moral order in the 
universe. 

If theism is the best explanation of their being moral order in the 
universe, there is moral advantage in accepting theism. 

lf there is moral advantage in accepting a position, you should 
accept that position. 

So, you should accept theism. 
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1) 
2) 
=) 
4) 


=) 
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We live in a rational moral order. 

lf we live in a rational moral order, there is cosmic justice. 

So, there is cosmic justice. (1, 2) 

lf there is cosmic justice, there must be a cosmic judge who 
administers it. 

So, there is a cosmic judge who administers cosmic justice. (3, 4) 
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1) 
2) 


3) 


4) 


>) 


LAYMAN’S MORAL ARGUMENT 


One always has most reason to do what is morally required. 

If there is no God or afterlife, there are cases where morality requires 
one to make great personal sacrifice for only modest benefits. 

lf there are cases where morality requires one to make great personal 
sacrifice for only modest benefits, then one does not always have the 
most reason to do what is morally required. 

So, if there is no God or afterlife, then in some cases one does not have 
the most reason to do what is morally required. (2, 3) 

So, it’s false that there is no God or afterlife. (1, 4) 
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THE NEED FOR DIVINE AID IN BEING MORAL 


1) Itis rational to try to be moral only if it’s rational to believe the 
attempt would likely be successful. 

2) But it’s not rational to believe the attempt would likely be 
successful if all we have is our own human faculties to go on. 

3) But itis rational to try to be moral. 

4) So, it’s rational to believe the attempt would likely be 
successful. (1, 3) 

5) So, we have more than just our own human faculties to go on. 
(2, 4) 
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THE NEED FOR DIVINE AID IN BEING MORAL 


6) Ifatheory postulates exactly what more we need to be 
rational in believing the attempt at being moral would likely 
be successful, then its rational to believe that theory. 

7) Christian theism postulates exactly what more we need to be 
rational in believing the attempt at being moral would likely 
be successful. 

8) So, it’s rational to believe Christian theism. 


MORAL | #54 


1) 
2) 
3) 
4) 
>) 
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7) 


8) 


THE MORAL GAP 
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One can live up to the demands of morality only if one has the 
requisite extra-human assistance. 

So, one has the requisite extra-human assistance. (3, 4) 

lf a theory postulates exactly the extra-human assistance needed 
MoM (<M eloMcemaal-mel-liil-laletmelmiscele-1iis Ami e-be(elar-] meemel-11(-\ dal) 
theory. 

Christian theism postulates exactly the extra-human assistance 
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So, it is rational to believe Christian theism. MORAL 18SE 


1) 


2) 
3) 


4) 


5) 


DUTY TO PROMOTE HIGHEST GOOD 


We ought (morally) to promote the realization of the highest 
good. 

What we ought to do must be possible for us to do. 

So, it is possible for us to promote the realization of the highest 
delete 

It is possible for us to promote the realization of the highest good 
only if there exists a God who makes that realization possible. 
So, there exists such a God. 
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1) 
2) 


3) 


4) 


=) 


OBJECTIVE OBLIGATIONS AND DUTIES 


We have objective moral obligations and duties. 


If we have objective moral obligations and duties, they are best 
Thalel-le-\aelelem-tmelMlal-maeliiiiirlilene 
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commands. 
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commands, od exists. 
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1) 


2) 


3) 


4) 


) 
6) 
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Guilt, shame, responsibility, etc. are only appropriately felt in 
relation to other moral agents. 

But sometimes we appropriately feel guilt, shame, responsibility, 
etc. for deed done in secret (that harm no others). 

Guilt, shame, responsibility, etc. for deeds done in secret are 
appropriately felt only if there’s another moral agent that’s privy to 
deeds done in secret. (1) 

So, there’s another moral agent privy to deeds done in secret. (2, 3) 
if there’s another moral agent privy to deeds done in secret, it’s God. 
Tome Clele Mt -> 41) a 
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1) 
2) 


3) 


THE INTRINSIC HARMFULNESS OF 
sige], [ej ele) ), |e 
Wrongdoing is intrinsically harmful to the wrongdoer. 
Wrongdoing is intrinsically harmful to the wrongdoer only if that 


harm is punishment from a God-like being. 
So, there is a God-like being. 
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1) 


3) 
4) 


MORAL KNOWLEDGE 


We have moral knowledge. 

If naturalism is true, then we very probably don’t have moral 
knowledge. 

if theism is true, we very probably do have moral knowledge. 

So, our having moral knowledge is strong evidence for theism and 
against naturalism. 
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1) 
a) 


3) 


4) 


5) 


APPREHENSION OF OBJECTIVE NORMS 


We have the capacity to apprehend objective moral norms. 

The best explanation for (1) is that is that our cognitive faculties 
Tg laie-jale(-eMdem-le)ele-lel-laleme)e)(-lhah-Maslele-| male) guile 
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objective moral norms. 

Theism is the best explanation of our having cognitive faculties 
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So, probably, theism is true. 
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1) 
2) 


3) 
4) 
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Genuine altruism exists and is rational. 

lf naturalism is true, genuine altruism does not exist and is 
irrational. 

So, naturalism is false. 

lf theism is true, genuine altruism probably does exist and is 
rational. 

So, the existence and rationality of genuine altruism is strongly 
confirms theism. 
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1) 
2) 


3) 
4) 


2) 


ALTRUISM: PRUSS 


Moral altruism is irreducibly normative. 
ibil-ic-mot-lamel-malemar-laeie-litiaiom—>de)t-lar-lalelemielm@iiele-Im-liaeel ume 
irreducibly normative. 
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if there are good theistic explanations for moral altruism, then 
moral altruism is evidence for theism. 

So, moral altruism is evidence for theism. 
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1) 


2) 


3) 


4) 


ANALOGY WITH AESTHETIC EXPERIENCE 


If aesthetic experiences of aesthetes justifies their aesthetic 
beliefs, the religious experiences of religious people justifies their 
religious beliefs. 

The aesthetic experiences of aesthetes justifies their aesthetic 
beliefs. 

So, the religious experiences of religious people justifies their 
religious beliefs. 

So, religious experiences of God justifies belief in God. 
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1) 


2) 
3) 


4) 


=) 


HICK ON RELIGIOUS EXPERIENCE 


If widespread, consistent, and persistent religious experience of 
God is unreliable, so is our sense experience generally. 

Our sense experience is not generally unreliable. 

So, widespread, consistent, and persistent religious experience of 
CTele Mi Malelmtlale-iit-l+) (5 

if widespread, consistent, and persistent religious experience of 
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So, it is rational to believe God exists. 
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SWINBURNE ON RELIGIOUS EXPERIENCE 


POC: If it seems to me that p, then | am prima facie justified in 
believing p. 
1) Itseems to me that God exists. 
2) If seems to me that God exists, | am prima facie justified in 
believing God exists. 
3) So, lam prima facie justified in believing God exists. 
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PLANTINGA ON PROPER BASICALITY 


1) If belief in God is properly basic, | am justified in believing in God. 
2) Belief in God is properly basic. 
3) So, lam justified in believing in God. 
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1) 
2) 


=) 


4) 
5) 


6) 
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Perceptual experience is reliable. 

Religious experience has the same basic epistemic structure as 
perceptual experience. 

If religious experience has the same basic epistemic structure as 
perceptual experience, religious experience is reliable. 

So, religious experience is reliable. 

lf religious experiences of God are reliable, they justify belief in 
God. 

So, religious experiences of God justify belief in God. 
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1) 


2) 


3) 


ALSTON ON PERCEIVING GOD 2 


EDP: If p is formed on the basis of a socially established doxastic 
practice, p is prima facie justified. 


lf belief in God is formed on the basis of a socially established 
doxastic practice, belief in God is prima facie justified. 

Belief in God is formed on the basis of a socially established 
doxastic practice 

So, belief in God is prima facie justified. 
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1) 
2) 


3) 
4) 


YANDELL ON RELIGIOUS EXPERIENCE 


Some people have experiences which seem to them to be of God. 
If some of those peoples’ experiences are not subject to defeaters, 
the occurrence of those experiences is evidence that God exists. 
Some of those peoples’ experiences are not subject to defeaters 
So, the occurrence of those experiences is evidence that God 
exists. 


EXPERIENTIAL | #70 


1) 
2) 


3) 
4) 


YANDELL ON RELIGIOUS EXPERIENCE 


Some people have experiences which seem to them to be of God. 
If some of those peoples’ experiences are not subject to defeaters, 
the occurrence of those experiences is evidence that God exists. 
Some of those peoples’ experiences are not subject to defeaters 
So, the occurrence of those experiences is evidence that God 
exists. 
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1) 
2) 


3) 
4) 
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ONTOMYSTICAL ARGUMENT 


Samkara’s Principle: If it seems to S that p, we should presume p is 
possible. 


Mystics have experiences in which it seems to them God exists. 
If mystics have experiences in which it seems to them God exists, 
we should presume God possibly exists. 
So, we should presume God possibly exists. 
if we should presume God possibly exists, we should presume God 
exists. 
So, we should presume God exists. 
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1) 


2) 


3) 
4) 


PERSONAL TRANSFORMATION 


There are many people who believe God has promised to help 
del-lesmel-\c-ielemyeligiatr-liMmudslemaal-lameleme(-\\c-ilelemyeligiall-lih'e 

If this phenomenon is widespread enough, it is evidence that God 
ool SM al-j fem el-le)e)(-Mel-\ 7-1 (e}em-yellalaer-libaC-lilem-veM-\4le(-lale mie) me Clele ms 
existence). 

It is widespread enough. 

So, this phenomenon is evidence of God's existence. 
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1) 
2) 


3) 





NDEs AND RELIGIOUS EXPERIENCE 


if there is no good naturalistic explanation of some NDEs in which 
God is experienced, those NDEs justify belief in God. 

bbil-ig-M Malem -telelemar-latie-litiaiem > de)l-lal-idielamelmeyelisl-m. iP) mem dallas 
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So, those NDEs justify belief in God. 
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1) 


2) 
3) 
4) 
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NDEs AND LIFE AFTER DEATH 


If there is no good naturalistic explanation of some NDEs, then 
those NDEs are evidence for life after death. 

Ihil-ig-B i malem-celelemar-lalie-litialem->4e)-lal-lalelamelmeyeliil-y 18) + 

So, some NDEs are evidence for life after death. 

Evidence for life after death is also evidence for God's existence. 
So, NDEs are evidence for God's existence. 
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PRELIMINARIES: HUME 


Hume: Pr(testimony is unreliable) >> Pr(event is a miracle) 


Mistake 1: Assumes miracles are intrinsically improbable. 
Mistake 2: Doesn't factor in all relevant probabilities. 


Mistake 3: Underestimates cumulative evidential power of 
saleiialo)(-mmlalel-)el-tale(-tel masta lselelal (oe 


1) 
2) 
3) 


4) 
5) 


GENERIC ARGUMENT FROM MIRACLE 


If there is good evidence that E occurred as reported, E is 
justifiably taken to be a miracle. 

If E is justifiably taken to be a miracle, then E is evidence of God's 
existence. 

If there is good evidence that E occurred as reported, then E is 
evidence that God exists. 

There is good evidence that E occurred as reported. 

So, E is evidence that God exists. 


HISTORICAL CANDIDATES FOR E: EXODUS 


Kuzari Principle: A tradition is likely to be true if it is: 


IV. 
V. 


Toe-je)a-leMe)'@-Mal-lalelab 

describes a national experience of a previous generation; 
>. delle d-le Mi ceMelg-t-1d-e-Maelaleialecelilmar-lalelar-lMa-iilele me llal 
tradition is in place; 
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makes universal, difficult a severe demands on that nation 


HISTORICAL CANDIDATES FOR E: EXODUS 


1) 


3) 
4) 


The Kuzari principle is true. 

If the Exodus is a tradition meets the criteria of the Kuzari 
principle, then it’s likely true. 

The Exodus is a tradition meets the criteria of the Kuzari principle. 
Town dal-m > Coleleimae-lelid(elsmiwelaelel-1+)(-magel-e 
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1) 
2) 
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4) 
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HISTORICAL CANDIDATE FOR E: EXODUS 


If there is good evidence that the Exodus events occurred as 
reported, the Exodus events are justifiably taken to be miracles. 
lf the Exodus events are justifiably taken to be a miracles, then 
they are evidence of God’s existence. 

lf there is good evidence that the Exodus events occurred as 
reported, they are evidence that God exists. 

There is good evidence that the Exodus events occurred as 
reported. 

So, the Exodus events are evidence that God exists. 
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HISTORICAL CANDIDATES FOR E: 
SPECTACULAR EVENTS OF JESUS’ MINISTRY 


1) 


2) 


3) 


4) 


3) 


lf there is good evidence that the spectacular events of Jesus’ ministry 
occurred as reported, they are justifiably taken to be miracles. 

if the spectacular events of Jesus’ ministry are justifiably taken to be 

a miracles, then they are evidence of God's existence. 

lf there is good evidence that the spectacular events of Jesus’ ministry 
occurred as reported, they are evidence that God exists. 
There is good evidence that the spectacular events of Jesus’ ministry 
occurred as reported. 

So, the Exodus events are evidence that God exists. 
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HISTORICAL CANDIDATE FOR E: 
sit Ul) i teg gle]. 


Historical Evidence (E1-En): 


E1. Jesus’ death 

E2. Jesus’ burial 

E3. Empty tomb 

E4. Testimony to appearances (women, disciples, Paul) 
E5. Un-Jewishness of the claim 

E6. Sabbath abruptly changed from Saturday to Sunday 
E7. Rise of early church 

E8. Martyrdom of the apostles 


En. ... 


HISTORICAL CANDIDATE FOR E: 
RESURRECTION 
C-Inductive 
Given E1-En, whether or not P(R) > .5, P(R) >> ~P(R) 
P-Inductive 
Given E1-En, P(R) > .5 or P(R) >> .5 
Best Explanation 


1) E1-En. 

2) Ris the best explanation of E1-En. 

3) R entails God exists. 

4) So, probably, God exists. MIRACLES | #76 


1) 
2) 
E) 
4) 


>) 


HISTORICAL CANDIDATES FOR E: 
RESURRECTION 


lf there is good evidence that the resurrection occurred as 
reported, it justifiably taken to be a miracle. 

if the resurrection is justifiably taken to be a miracles, it is 
evidence of God's existence. 

lf there is good evidence that the resurrection occurred as 
reported, it evidence that God exists. 

There is good evidence that the resurrection occurred as 
reported. 

So, the resurrection is evidence that God exists. 
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CONTEMPORARY CANDIDATES FORE 


Contemporary Evidence (E1-En): 


E1. Acts of providence 

E2. Answered prayer 

E3. Healings 

E4. Stigmata 

ES. Public object miracles 

E6. Levitation 

E7. Demonic possession, activity, exorcisms 
E8. Angelic encounters 

ES. Special divine knowledge 


E10. Visions, dreams, premonitions, prophecy MIRACLES | #77 
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2) 
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lf an event foretold at t1 occurs at t2 that 
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lll. Its highly unlikely to have occurred as foretold by chance, 


Then there is fulfilled prophecy. 

lf there are cases of fulfilled prophecy, they are evidence of divine 
action. 

There are cases of fulfilled prophecy. 

So, such cases are evidence of divine action. 
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2) 
3) 


FULFILLED PROPHECY AS MIRACLE 1 


If the sacred texts of a religion contain many fulfilled prophecies, 
that is strong evidence for the truth of that religion. 

The sacred texts of Christianity contain many fulfilled prophecies. 
So, the sacred texts of Christianity are strong evidence for the 
dgbidemeym@alatiat-laliae 
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1) 
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3) 


FULFILLED PROPHECY AS MIRACLE 2 


if the central claims of a religion are supported by fulfilled 
prophecies, that is strong evidence for the truth of that religion. 
The central claims of Christianity are supported by fulfilled 
prophecies. 

So, those fulfilled prophecies are strong evidence for the truth of 
@ilshiatlliae 
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NONTRADITIONAL ARGUMENTS 


Vill. 
IX. 


Xl. 
Xll. 
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XIV. 


METAPHYSICAL 
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1) Some abstract objects exist necessarily. 
2) Abstract objects depend for their existence on concrete objects. 
3) So, at least one concrete object exists necessarily. 
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3) 
4) 
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6) 





FESER’S AUGUSTINIAN PROOF 


Abstract objects exist. 

lf abstract objects exist, either Platonic realism is true, 
Aristotelian realism is true, or Scholastic realism is true. 

Platonic realism and Aristotelian realism are false. 

So, Scholastic realism is true. 

lf Scholastic realism is true, abstract objects exist in a necessarily 
existent intellect. 

So, there is a necessarily existent intellect. 
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3) 
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If objects of reason exist, they are nonphysical, necessarily 
existent, and infinite in number. 

If objects of reason are nonphysical, necessarily existent, and 
infinite in number, they are best explained by a nonphysical, 
necessarily existent, infinite intellect. 

Objects of reason exist. 

So, probably, there is a nonphysical, necessarily existent, infinite 
intellect. 
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1) 
2) 


3) 


PROPOSITIONS 


Propositions are distinctively thought-like. 

Is propositions are distinctively thought-like, they 
are the thoughts of a necessary, infinite mind. 

So, propositions are the thoughts of a necessary, 
infinite mind. 
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3) 


4) 


5) 
6) 
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Sets exist and have a certain nature: they are (i) 
non-self-membered, (ii) have their members essentially, and (iii) 
collectively form an iterated structure. 

Either set-theoretic realism is true or activism is true. 

Activism explains the existence and nature of sets better than 
set-theoretic realism ((iii) in particular). 

So, the existence and nature of sets confirms activism over 
set-theoretic realism. 

If activism is true then there’s probably an infinite intellect. 

So, the existence and nature of sets confirms the existence of an 
infinite intellect. 
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1) 
2) 
E) 
4) 
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S = Sets exist and have a certain nature. 

STR = Set-theoretic realism 

A = Activism: sets are the product of intellective activity 
| = An infinite intellect exists 


P(STR) + P(A) = 1 (either STR or A) 
P(S| A) > P(S|STR) 

So, S confirms A. 

The best explanation of A is I. 
So, S confirms I. 
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1) 
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S = Sets exist and have a certain nature. 

STR = Set-theoretic realism 

A = Activism: sets are the product of intellective activity 
| = An infinite intellect exists 


P(STR) + P(A) = 1 (either STR or A) 
P(S| A) > P(S|STR) 

So, S confirms A. 

The best explanation of A is I. 
So, S confirms I. 
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1) 
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7) 


UNITIES: FACTS 


Facts exist and are unities of constituents. 

Facts can be unities of constituents only if there is an external 
fact-unifier. 

Some fact or other exists in every possible world. 

If some fact or other exists in every possible world, there must 
be an external fact-unifier in every possible world. 

So, there is an external fact-unifier in every possible world. 
The only thing that can be an external fact-unifier in every 
possible world is a mind. 

So, there is a fact-unifying mind in every possible world. 
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1) 
2) 


3) 


4) 


UNITIES: CONTINGENTS 


All contingent beings are composite and temporal. 

There is nothing intrinsic to contingent being that explains what 
holds them together through time. 

That which explains what holds contingent beings together 
deleeles-4emaisil-mer- lalate) Mm el-Meldal-laeelalaial-4-lalmel ial. es 

So, that which explains what holds contingent beings together 
though time must be a necessary, incomposite, atemporal, 
sustaining case. 
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1) 
2) 
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UNITIES: WHOLES 


If x is a whole, then x is made by an intelligent agent. 

Some wholes cannot be made by embodied agents. 

So, some wholes made by intelligent agents are not made by 
Jaslelelel(-lem-s:4-181 a 

Some wholes made by an intelligent, unembodied agent require 
dat) a@r-s:4-Jal mice Mem Clele ll 

So, there a God-like, intelligent, unembodied agent exists. 
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UNITIES: THE COSMOS 


The unity of the cosmos requires explanation. 


If the unity of the cosmos is explained by something internal to 
it, it is explained either by its parts or by natural laws. 

The unity of the cosmos cannot be explained by its parts or by 
natural laws. 

So, the unity of the cosmos cannot be explained by something 
internal to it. 

So, the unity of the cosmos must be explained by something 
external to it. 

Whatever external to the cosmos that explains its unity must be 
timeless, immaterial, powerful, and plausibly a mind. 
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1) 
2) 


3) 
4) 
5) 
7) 


8) 


LIMITS 


Whatever is limited has an explanation. 

if whatever is limited has an explanation, then, possibly, 
something is unlimited. 

So, possibly, something is unlimited. 

If something is unlimited, then it is perfect. 

If something is perfect, it is necessary. 

So, if something is unlimited, it is necessary. (4, 5) 

If, possibly, something is unlimited, then there is something that is 
perfect and necessary (5, 6) 

So, there is something that is perfect and necessary. (3, 7) 
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APPLICABILITY OF MATHEMATICS 


1) The applicability of mathematics to the physical world requires 


2) 


3) 


explanation. 

The best explanation of the applicability of mathematics to the 
physical world is that God modeled the physical world in 
accordance with mathematical structures. 

So, the applicability of mathematics to the physical world is 
evidence of God's existence. 
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1) 
2) 


ED 


4) 
=) 


GLOBAL ECONOMY ARGUMENT 


We should accept the best theory of abstracta. 

The best theory of abstracta will secure the virtues of both 
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Only theism can secure the virtues of both anti-realism 
(economic) and realism (necessity and objectivity) about 
abstracta. 

So, theism provides the best theory of abstracta. 

So, we should accept theism. 


METAPHYSICAL | #90 


1) 


3) 


ARGUMENT FROM MODALITY 


Modalities are grounded in powers. 

Modalities can be grounded in powers only if they are grounded in 
the powers of an omnipotent being. 

So, modalities are grounded in the powers of an omnipotent 
being. 
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1) 
2) 
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LAWS AS COUNTERFACTUALS 
OF DIVINE FREEDOM 


Laws of nature are (i) prior to that which they describe, and (ii) 
subjunctive in structure. 

The best explanation of laws of nature being this way is that they are 
counterfactuals of freedom. 

So, probably, laws of nature are counterfactuals of freedom. 

Laws of nature can be counterfactuals of freedom only if they are 
counterfactuals of freedom of a transcendent agent with an absolutely 
stable character who governs the relevant parts of reality. 

So, probably, there is a transcendent agent with an absolutely stable 
character who governs the relevant parts of reality. 
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1) 
2) 


3) 


4) 
5) 


A SCHOLASTIC ARGUMENT 


Natural laws exist and are (i) transcendent yet (ii) immanent. 
Natural laws can be (i) transcendent yet (ii) immanent only if they 
are grounded in a transcendent yet immanent being. 

So, natural laws are grounded in a transcendent yet immanent 
being. 

lf there is a transcendent yet immanent being, it’s God. 
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1) 
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4) 
3) 


6) 


FROM INDUCTION TO LAWS TO GOD 


Induction is justified. 

Induction is justified only if there is genuine regularity of nature. 
There can be genuine regularity of nature only if there are natural 
laws governing nature. 

So, there are natural laws governing nature. 

The best explanation of there being natural laws governing 
nature is if God created them and imposes them on nature. 

So, probably, God exists. 
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1) 
2) 


ED 


4) 


3) 


FROM INDUCTION TO GOD 


We're justified in believing induction is reliable. 

We're justified in believing induction is reliable only if we're 
justified in believing the universe started in a low-entropy state. 
We're justified in believing the universe started in a low-entropy 
state only if theism is true. 

So, we're justified in believing induction is reliable only if theism 
is true. 

So, theism is true. 
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SIMPLICITY OF DIVINE LAWS 


The best naturalistic theory of the laws of nature are that they are 
determination relations between properties. 

lf laws of nature are determination relations between properties, 
there are two fundamentally different kinds of causation--event 
causation and agent causation. 

All else being equal, we should prefer simpler theories to more 
complex theories. 

lf laws of nature are regularites imposed on nature by God, there 
is just one kind of causation--agent causation. 

So, all else being equal, we should prefer the theistic theory of 
EM Ewe) Mat-latig-Maemagl-Bar-lalle-litialom alse) a 
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FROM THE INCOMPLETENESS OF NATURE 


1) There is genuine ontic indeterminacy. 

2) Material objects are not radically ontologically incomplete. 

3) If there is genuine ontic indeterminacy, material objects can be 
ontologically complete only if something more fundamental than 
matter completes them. 

4) So, material objects can be ontologically complete only if something 
more fundamental than matter completes them. 

5) So, something more fundamental than matter completes material 
objects. 

6) The only thing than could be more fundamental than matter that 
could complete material objects is a God-like mind. 

7) So, a God-like mind exists. 
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1) 
2) 


3) 
4) 
3) 


AQUINAS’ FOURTH WAY 


Things are more or less good, true, noble, etc. 

Things are more or less good, true, noble, etc. only if they are so 
by resemblance to something maximally good, true, noble, etc. 
So, there is something maximally good, true, noble, etc. 

If there is something maximally good, true, noble, etc., it’s God. 
So, God exists. 
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1) 
2) 
3) 


THE DEONTIC ARGUMENT 


Axiarchic Principle: If x ought to exist, x exists. 


Cole Mel tt-tslmcen > (hie 
If God ought to exist, God exists. 
So, God exists. 
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1) 
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3) 
4) 
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THE MODAL DEONTIC ARGUMENT 


Modal Axiarchic Principle: If x ought to exist, x possibly exists. 


God ought to exist. 
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So, God possibly exists. 

lf God possibly exists, God exists. 

So, God exists. 
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There is objective beauty. 


Objective beauty is more likely if theism is true than if naturalism 
is true. 


So, objective beauty is evidence for theism over naturalism. 
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1) 


3) 


AESTHETIC SENSIBILITIES 


We have natural and sophisticated aesthetic sensibilities. 

That we have natural and sophisticated aesthetic sensibilities is more 
likely if theism is true than if naturalism is true. 

So, that we have natural and sophisticated aesthetic sensibilities is 
evidence for theism over naturalism. 
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NATURAL BEAUTY AS PRODUCT OF 


AESTHETIC INTENT 


1) 
2) 
) 
4) 


9) 





If x is beautiful, x is likely the product of aesthetic intent. 

The natural world is (in general) beautiful. 

So, the natural world is likely the product of aesthetic intent. 

lf the natural world is the product of aesthetic intent, it’s the product 
ro) Me cal-Me-[-t-) dal) d (om ial (-tel@e)m- Mm CleleO ll <cmel-jialep 

So, probably, the world is the product of the aesthetic intent of a 
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NATURAL BEAUTY AS A GIFT 


Natural beauty gives the resilient impression of being a gift. 

lf natural beauty gives the resilient impression of being a gift, we’re 
ei icleMlamelciichulile mia me llie 
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benevolent giver. 
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1) 


) 
4) 


NATURAL BEAUTY AS A NATURAL SIGN 


Natural signs justify belief in the reality of what they signify. 
Natural beauty is a natural sign. 
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So, natural beauty justified belief in the reality of God. 
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BEAUTY IN MATHEMATICS 


1) Mathematical theories inspired by aesthetic impulses often 
successfully apply to the physical world. 

2) That mathematical theories inspired by aesthetic impulses often 
successfully apply to the physical world is more likely if theism is 
true than if naturalism is true. 

3) So, the fact that mathematical theories inspired by aesthetic 
impulses often successfully apply to the physical world is evidence 
for theism over naturalism. 
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1) 
2) 


3) 


INHERENT VALUE/WORTH 


Human persons have inherent value/worth. 

The fact that human persons have inherent value/worth is much 
more likely if theism is true than if naturalism is true. 

So, the fact that human persons have value/worth is strong 
evidence for theism over naturalism. 
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1) 
2) 


3) 


4) 


3) 
6) 


7) 


EQUAL WORTH 


All humans have equal worth. 

All humans can have equal worth only if there is something all 
humans have in common in virtue of which they have equal worth. 
So, there is something all humans have in common in virtue of 
which we have equal worth. 

lf naturalism is true, there is nothing all humans have in common in 
virtue of which we have equal worth. 

So, naturalism is false. 

if there is something all humans have in common in virtue of which 
we have equal worth, God is the best explanation of that. 

So, God is the best explanation of all humans having equal worth. 
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1) 
2) 


3) 


4) 


=) 


NATURAL RIGHTS 


Humans have natural rights. 

Humans have natural rights only if humans have inherent and 
equal worth. 

The best explanation of humans having inherent and equal worth 
is that that status is bestowed on them as an honor from a proper 
elUhdalelgials 
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worth as an honor on all humans is God. 

So, probably, God exists. 
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1) 
2) 
3) 
4) 
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7) 


THINKING THINGS 


There has always been something in existence. 

Everything is either a thinking thing or an unthinking thing. 
There are now thinking things. 

Thinking things cannot be produced by nonthinking things. 
So, there has always been at least one thinking thing. 


Thinking things cannot be produced by other thinking things ad 
Thileliatie 

So, all thinking things must be produced by a thinking thing that 
has always existed. 
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1) 
2) 


3) 


PSYCHOPHYSICAL LAWS 


Mental states are connected to brain states by psychophyscial 
laws. 

The existence of psychophysical laws is much more probable is 
theism is true than if naturalism is true. 

So, psychophysical laws are strong evidence for theism over 
naturalism. 
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1) 
2) 


3) 
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6) 


NONPHY SICAL CONSCIOUS STATES 


Nonphysical mental states exist. 

The explanation for the existence of nonphysical mental states is 
either scientific or personal. 

The explanation for the existence of nonphysical mental states 
cannot be scientific. 

So, the explanation for the existence of nonphysical mental states is 
personal. 

lf the explanation for the existence of nonphysical mental states is 
personal, then it is theistic. 

So, the explanation for the existence of nonphysical mental states is 
theistic. 


Stele) Relei ler 1 ME 3 Bb 


1) 
2) 


3) 


CONSCIOUSNESS PER SE 


Consciousness exists. 

Given the laws of nature, the existence of consciousness is very 
unlikely if naturalism is true but very likely if theism is true. 

So, given the laws of nature, the existence of consciousness is 
strong evidence for theism over naturalism. 
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1) 


2) 


3) 


GRATUITOUS PLEASURES 


lf there are pleasures that are gratuitous given naturalism but 
expected on theism, they are evidence for theism over 
naturalism. 

There are pleasures that are gratuitous given naturalism but 
expected on theism. 

So, those pleasures are evidence for theism over naturalism. 
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1) 
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INTELLIGIBILITY OF THE WORLD 
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intuition, such that we have the intuition because it’s true. 

If (1), naturalists ought to withhold either the intelligibility 
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So, naturalists ought to withhold their belief in naturalism. 
There are plausible theistic aetiologies of the intelligibility 
intuition, such that we have the intuition because it’s true. 
So, the intelligibility intuition is evidence for theism over 
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1) 
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3) 
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ARGUMENT FROM REASON 


Reason involves intentionality and mental causation. 
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explanation. 

So, reason can only have a personal explanation. 

lf reason can have only a personal explanation, the best 
explanation is theistic. 

So, the best explanation of reason is theistic. 
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1) 
2) 
3) 


NATURALNESS OF THEISTIC BELIEF 


SD = Disposition to form beliefs in supernatural agency. 
T = Theism 
N = Naturalism 


Pr(SD|T) >> Pr(SD|N). 
lf Pr(SD|T) >> Pr(SD|N), then SD confirms T over N. 
So, SD confirms T over N. 
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1) 


2) 


3) 
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CERTAINTY 


We have strongly certain beliefs about (and knowledge of) 
mathematical objects. 

If S knows p, there is a causal explanation connecting the knower 
to the object known. 

So, there is a causal explanation connecting us and mathematical 
objects. 
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strongly certain beliefs about mathematical objects. 

So, a God-like being exists. 
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1) 


3) 


4) 
5) 
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KNOWLEDGE AS PROPER FUNCTION 


We have knowledge. 

We can have knowledge only if our cognitive faculties function 
properly. 

Our cognitive faculties have a proper function only if they are 
designed. 

So, our cognitive faculties are designed. 

lf our cognitive faculties are designed, then probably, God exists. 
So, probably, God exists. 
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1) 


2) 


3) 
4) 
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EPISTEMIC PROBABILITY 


The best account of epistemic probability concerns what is 
permissible for a person with properly functioning cognitive 
faculties to believe in the circumstances they're in. 

Our cognitive faculties have a proper function only if they are 
designed. 

So, our cognitive faculties are designed. 

lf our cognitive faculties are designed, then probably, God exists. 
So, probably, God exists. 
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RELIABILITY OF OUR COGNITIVE FACULTIES 


R = Our cognitive faculties are generally reliable. 
T = Theism 
N = Naturalism 


1) Pr(R|T) >> really low. 

2) Pr(R|N) = really low. 

3) So, Pr(R|T) >> Pr(R|N). 

4) If Pr(R|T)>>Pr(R|N), then R confirms T over N. 
5) So, R confirms T over N. 
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1) 
2) 
3) 
4) 
3) 


ANTI-REALISM 


If realism is true but God does not exist, radical skepticism is true. 


Radical skepticism is false. 

So, either realism is false or God exists (1, 2) 
Realism is true. 

So, God exists. (3, 4) 
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1) 
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Every thing has an intrinsic, non-relational quality. 
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So, every thing has a conscious quality. 

The best explanation of how every thing can have a conscious 
quality is that everything is (at least partly) constituted by God's 
mind. 

So, probably, God exists. 
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KNOWASBILITY: FITCH-STYLE PROOF 


For any proposition p, if p, then it’s possible someone knows p. 
If (1), then for any proposition p, there is someone who knows p. 
lf (2), then there is someone who knows every truth. 

So, there is someone who knows every truth. 
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1) 


3) 
4) 


MODAL EPISTEMIC ARGUMENT 


For any proposition p, if p is possibly true then p is knowable. 

The proposition ‘God does not exist’ is not knowable. 

Therefore, the proposition ‘God does not exist’ is not possibly true. 
So, the proposition ‘God exists’ is necessarily true. 
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1) 
2) 


3) 


4) 
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CONCEPT ACQUISITION 


Human S has concepts. 

S can have concepts only if S has the innate ability to acquire concepts 
and does so with the linguistic help of a linguistic community. 

Those within the linguistic community who help S acquire concepts 
also acquired concepts from the help of others in the linguistic 
community. 

There cannot be an infinite regress of humans helping other humans 
eleeltlig-Maelsla-j elas 

So, there must be a non-human being with innate concepts outside 
the linguistic community of humans who initiates the series of 
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LD) 
2) 


3) 


LINGUISTIC ABILITY 


Humans innately have very sophisticated linguistic abilities. 
The best explanation for humans innately having very 

Te] elalhiaier-ia-leMilar-deibialem-le}iiia(-- em aar- le Clelem-lalele\ i. Maal-lesmuulag 
such. 

So, probably, God exists. 
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1) 
2) 


3) 


4) 


5) 
6) 


SEMANTIC CONTENT 


Radical skepticism is false (we have knowledge) 

Radical skepticism is false only if semantic content can serve as 
an anchor for successful reference (and hence, knowledge). 
Semantic content can serve as an anchor for successful reference 
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temporally stable, (iii) infinitary, (iv) normative, and (v) objective. 
But semantic content can be (i)-(v) only if it has a transcendent 
e4geltlates 

lf semantic has a transcendent ground, it’s probably God. 

So, probably, God exists 
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3) 


4) 


FALSITY OF SEMANTIC INDETERMINISM 
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So, the semantic facts underlying context-sensitive language are 
objective and mind-dependent. 

The semantic facts underlying context-sensitive language can be 
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transcendent mind that contains all the correct semantics of 
language. 

So, there is a transcendent mind that contains all the correct 
semantics of language. 
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1) 


2) 
3) 


Natural desires (generally, if not always) imply there is something 


that can satisfy them. 
We have a natural desire for things only God can satisfy. 


So, probably, God exists. 
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1) 
2) 
3) 
4) 
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DESIRE: MODALIZED 


Natural desires imply there can be something that satisfies them. 
We have a natural desire for things only God can satisfy. 


So, there can be a God. 
bi del-)a-or- lem el-6- Mm Clele me CleleM-> 4. ae 
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2) 
3) 
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GOD AS MOTIVATIONAL CENTER 


lf x is the motivational center of many peoples’ lives, that is 
evidence that x can exist. 

God is the motivational center of many peoples’ lives. 

So, that is evidence that God can exist. 

Evidence that God can exist is evidence that God does exist. 

So, that God is the motivational center of many peoples’ lives is 
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2) 


3) 


4) 
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LOVE 


Our richest and most profound displays of love strongly suggest 
that they are not just evolutionary byproducts of kin selection or 
reciprocal altruism. 
lf our richest and most profound displays of love strongly suggest 
that, then we're justified in thinking they're not just evolutionary 
byproducts of kin selection or reciprocal altruism. 
lf we're justified in thinking that, then we're justified in thinking 
there is a deeper, non-naturalistic source of love central to reality. 
ih tal-)e-e-e- me l-1-)ol-] am alelebal-laele-litid(eyeltige-mel Mm (e\'-Ma-lalde-| mae) 
reality, it’s probably God. 
So, probably, God exists. 
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OBJECTIVE MEANING 


1) Our lives are objectively meaningful. 
2) Our lives can be objectively meaningful only if God exists. 
3) So, God exists. 
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1) 
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MEANING AS ENDOWED 


Our lives are objectively meaningful. 

Something has meaning IFF it is endowed meaning by one or more 
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So, our lives are endowed meaning by one or more personal 
agents with the requisite authority and control. 

The only personal agent with the requisite authority and control 
to endow our lives with objective meaning is God. 

So, God exists. 
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1) 
2) 
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3) 
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OBJECTIVE MEANING AS NARRATIVE 


Our lives are objectively meaningful. 

Our lives can be objectively meaningful only if they forma 
narrative. 

Our lives can form a narrative only if there is a narrator/author of 
our lives. 

So, there is a narrator/author of our lives. 

lf there is a narrator/author of our lives, it’s God. 

Tome Clele-> 411 5-9 
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2) 
3) 
4) 
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NATURALNESS OF BELIEF IN OBJECTIVE 
MEANING 


B = Belief that life has objective meaning is natural to us. 
T = Theism 
N = Naturalism 


Pr(B|T) >> Pr(B|N). 
Pr(B|T) >> Pr(B|N), then Pr(T) > Pr(N). 
lf Pr(T) > Pr(N), then, probably, live has objective meaning. 
So, probably, live has objective meaning. 
If life has objective meaning, probably, God exists. 
So, probably, God exists. 
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1) 
2) 
3) 
4) 
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sD) 


HAPPINESS AND THE AFTERLIFE 


What makes life worth living is happiness. 
lf what makes life worth living is happiness, it is rational to forego 
happiness in this life for the sake of duty only if there’s an 
afterlife where happiness and morality perfectly align. 
It is rational to forego happiness in this life for the sake of moral 
duty. 
So, there’s an afterlife where happiness and morality perfectly 
align. 
lf there’s an there’s an afterlife where happiness and morality 
perfectly align, then probably, God exists. 
So, probably, God exists. 
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1) 
2) 
3) 
4) 
3) 


)) 


POLITICAL AUTHORITY 


Political Authority is justified. 
lf the justification of political authority is derived from a 
salelaler-lal-myelelqa-mm law elaclel-le)\\a-jidel-iaieelelae-lee-lat- lame) s 
consequentialist. 
But neither contractarian theories nor consequentialist theories 
elgeale(-m-lel-teltrcla- lehiatile-balelamielm@ sleliiale-1m-leidelelaiale 
Tome dal Let dalile-lalelemel mele) iidie-lm-leidaleleia mime) aelel-le)\malelmel-aki-re 
from a mundane source. 
DM tal-M lee ialicet-ialelamelmeleliiaie-1m-leiaalelai a at Male)mel-lahi-le Rigel tie: 
Mlelacer-lal-etelelga- Malm -Melgeley-le)\mel-lahi-leMigelismClelep 
So, probably, God exists. 
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4) 
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FREE WILL 


We have free will. 

bMar-haele-litjesmmagt(-mn-Meot-lelele) math -mie--m Le 

So, naturalism is false. 

If theism is true, it is very likely that we would have free will. 
So, that we have free will is strong evidence for theism over 
naturalism. 
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PASCAL’S ANTHROPOLOGICAL ARGUMENT 


LD) 
2) 


3) 


4) 


3) 


Humans are morally bipolar. 

The best explanation for why humans are morally bipolar is the 
Christian doctrines of the Fall and Original Sin. 

So, it’s reasonable to believe in the Christian doctrines of the Fall 
elalem@lat-diir-lmyliP 

Christian doctrines of the Fall and Original Sin entail that 
Christinaity is true. 

So, it’s reasonable to believe Christianity is true. 
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CONSENSUS GENTIUM 


As evidence for God: 


1) If there is widespread belief in God, that is prima facie evidence 
that God exists. 

2) There is widespread belief in God. 

3) So, widespread belief in God is prima facie evidence that God 
exists. 


As a defeater for atheism: 

4) Atheism ts the denial that God exists. 

5) So, widespread belief in God is a defeater for atheism. 
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REHULT’S CONSENSUS GENTIUM ARGUMENT 


LD) 


2) 


3) 


4) 


Belief that God exists is the majority view throughout human 
sitiaela'e 

A false belief is essentially the product of a cognitive malfunction 
of some sort. 

It is more probable that a cognitive malfunction occurs a small 
number of times in a few people than a great many times in many 
different people. 

So, belief that God exists is prima facie more likely to be true than 
eT-J1T-) Badal) an CleleMelel-\-malel a> (ie 
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A MORE MODEST CONSENSUS GENTIUM 


1) If many of those whom | regard as epistemic authorities on God’s 
existence believe in God, that is prima facie reason for me to 
believe God exists. 

2) Many of those whom | regard as epistemic authorities on God’s 
existence believe in God. 

3) So, | have prima facie reason to believe God's existence. 
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3) 


PW: INFINITE EXPECTED VALUE 


if the expected value of belief in God is infinitely good but the 

> deltoid tee lie(-Melmelljel-1(-tm lem CleleMEMilslic-ihme-teleleme) mi lelilalia-ih mellem 
it is rational to believe in God. 

Dhil-m-> del-lead-leMc-llU(-molmel-ii(- mem CloleM i Mlslilslin-ihm-elelem elim aal— 
expected value of disbelief in God is finitely good or infinitely bad. 
So, it is rational to believe in God. 
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PW: GREATER EXPECTED VALUE 


if the expected value of belief in God is greater than the expected 
FILO Meo) mel ttel-1i(-)m lem Clelemm la -we-lalelel-|Maemel-1i(-\ Big mClelen 

The expected value of belief in God is greater than the expected 
WEIS (-Me) melt jel i( mem Clelem 

So, it is rational to believe in God. 
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UD) 
2) 


3) 


4) 


=) 


PW: JACKSON AND ROGERS 


You should maximize expected value. 

Wagering on (i.e., believing or practicing) the most probable 
religion that posits an infinite afterlife maximizes expected value. 
So, you should wager on the most probable religion that posits an 
infinite afterlife 

Christianity is the most probable religion that posits an infinite 
afterlife. 

Tome Cole mjalelei lem '7-1-4-] else @algtiat-lilia'e 
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PW: ROTA 


If it is rational to think Christiaity has at least a 50% of being true, 
Lm we-lalelar-lmeomeelsslisiioneem @elatiat-lelia'@-lelemiae-)alelat-] mele) acer 

It is rational to think Christiaity has at least a 50% of being true. 
Tome Me-ba(elir-lmacMaeliililimcem@slaliat-lalia'a-lileMige-idielit-| mile) cee 
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1) 


2) 


3) 


THE JAMESIAN WAGER 


lf belief in God is a genuine option and has more benefits than 
costs, belief in God is rationally permissible even if there is 
insufficient evidence for God's existence. 

Belief in God is a genuine option and has more benefits than 
costs. 

So, belief in God is rationally permissible even if there is 
insufficient evidence for God's existence. 
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1) 
2) 
3) 


RATIONALITY OF DEVOTION TO GOD 


The greater the good, the more rational it is to hope for it, so long as 

it is believed possible. 

The more rational it is to hope for something, the more rational it is to 
devote your life to it. 

If S believes x is possible and x is the greatest good, it is maximally 
rational for S to hope for x, and so maximally rational for S to devote 
S's life to x, regardless of how probable x is. 


If God possibly exists, God is the greatest good. 
| believe God possibly exists. 
So, it is maximally rational for me to hope God exists, and so maximally 
rational for me to devote my life to God, regardless of how improbable 
God's existence is. 
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FROM PERSONAL TO WORLD BENEFITS 


1) Ifareligion’s central teachings dramatically transform people and 
the world for the better, it it rational to commit to that religion. 

2) Christianity’s central teachings have, and continue to, 
dramatically transform people and the world for the better. 

3) So, itis rational to commit to Christianity. 
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TRANSCENDENTAL ARGUMENTS 
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CUMULATIVE CASE ARGUMENTS 
There’s enough evidence for God’s existence to make God's 
existence more likely than not. 


There’s enough evidence for God’s existence to make theism more 
likely than naturalism (or other meta-theories). 


UD) 


2) 


3) 


4) 


CUMULATIVE CREDENCE RAISER 


The more independent arguments there are the p is true, the 
higher one’s credence should be that p is possibly true. 

There are more than enough arguments for God's existence to 
justify belief that God possibly exists. 

lf we’re justified in believing God possibly exists, we're justified in 
believing God exists. 

So, we're justified in believing God exists. 
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THE POSSIBILITY OF A SOUND 
THEISTIC ARGUMENT 


sD lem | toms oles-s-t1 0} (= ce) mi cal-ie- com ol-M-M-tolllalemaal-)-)tlem-laelt linia e 

7A ae | ie | We oo S-t-J 1 0) (- co) mm dal = e-M Com el-M-M-yele lace mtal-it-jélem-leeltlalciale 
Tole => 4) es 

3) So, God exists. 
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THEISTICALLY AMBIGUOUS UNIVERSE 


1) The universe is theistically ambiguous. 

2) The fact that the universe is theistically ambiguous is more likely if 
theism is true than if naturalism is true. 

3) So, the fact that the universe is theistically ambiguous is evidence for 
theism over naturalism. 
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